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1. After e lnng study and lengthy conversations with oase 
officer, . CL ~1 problem of Subject's impersonation has, 

I believe, reached the point of positive action with regard to . the 
security implications in continuing the use of the true Alsrlch SRO SS. 

As I have noted in prior correspondence, the fact that a person la 
actually Impersonating our source leaves open several possibilities* 

In review, end briefly, the possibilities include j 

a. A deliberate effort ie being made by the opposition 
to establish Subject's present activities with U.S. intelligence 
agencies by means of planting an individual' as an imposter, and 
hoping that the importer will be coagn-omised through U.S.-sponsored 
intervention, thereby pointing a direct finger at Subject, indicating 
a positive U.S. interest. 

b. The entire matter concerning the imposter could be 
construed to be in attempt by the opposition in the field of confus- 
ion tactics. If this is true, we may also assume that the opposition 
kzsMS quite well what Subject is presently doing and are keenly 
interested in neutralising hie efforts through the above tactics. 

o. As noted in the discussions between the undersigned 
And Saule, the neutralising of the Impostor does not alter the 
serious security implications regarding the continued use of 
Subject. Tbs salient question, I feel, is that regardless how 
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the impostor is neutralised the opposition, being aware 
of Subject i e past activities in the intelligence field, 
and the fact that an alleged EPD courier is using Subject's 
nans quite freely, indicates the opposition has a most 
positive interest in Subject, is noted above, by neutralis- 
ing the impostor, we are eliminating but one possible attempt 
to penetrate our operation through JROSS. 

2. In nonary of the above regardless of the neutralisation 
of the impostor, we can assume llarl ch BROSfi to be blown as a covert 
recruiting agent for JERADEt£ and ICHMlfL/iDoarat. Is further support 
of the above, the position of CL "3 in this already confused 

picture is quite disturbing, as we kdow.jC. = has been tripped up several 
times bj C. HI in his reporting on untrue information. Also, to 

be noted is me fact that several reports have been received through CL -3 
which were identical to reports submitted by Subject through different 
sources of Information- Tt *npesrs these reports are obviously being fed 
to connections of both C. _J end Bross by the same source, ro the beet 
of our knowledge, [_ Si end Subject are not acquainted with one author. 

3- In conclusion, we feel the continued exploitation of 
flarich Bross should be discontinued, security -vise. Since Subject was 
never officially mployed, debriefing should pose no serious implications. 
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